Introduction
Is globalization producing a transnational civil society? If so, then clear evidence should be emerging from the broadest and deepest example of integration between North and South: the accelerating process of economic, social and political interaction between Mexico and the US. This chapter focuses primarily on society-to-society relationships, reviewing the nature and impact of coalitions and networks that bring together civil society and social movement counterparts in each country. It is important to keep in mind that binational social, civic and political coalitions involve a much broader range of state and social actors. In this context, society-to-society relationships can be framed as one quadrant of a simple two-by-two chart, with the US state and civil society on one dimension, and the Mexican state and civil society on the other, as illustrated in Figure 7 .1.
While many civil society actors within the US and Mexico share some degree of commitment to democratization and social change, others oppose the extension or consolidation of rights won by other social movements. This chapter focuses mainly on civil society actors that pursue broader social participation and public accountability, focusing on labour, women's rights, migrants' networks, environmental and democracy/human rights organizations.
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Before assessing binational relations among these actors, the terms 'bi-national network', 'coalition', and 'movement' must be disentangled. Binational civil society activity over the past decade often involved exchanges of information, experiences and expressions of solidarity. Sometimes these exchanges generated a network of ongoing relationships that, in turn, generated the shared goals, mutual trust and understanding needed to form a coalition that could collabourate on specific campaigns. As Keck put it, 'coalitions are networks in action mode'.
3 Neither networks nor coalitions necessarily imply significant horizontal exchange between participants: indeed, many rely on a handful of interlocutors to manage relationships between broad-based social organizations that have relatively little awareness of the nature and actions of their counterparts. The concept of transnational social movement organizations, in contrast, implies a much higher degree of density and much more cohesion than networks or coalitions. It suggests a social subject that is present in more than one country, as in the paradigm case of the Frente Indígena Oaxaqueño Binacional, and other indigenous organizations that literally cross the border. (See Figure 7. 2.)
In practice, these concepts of 'network', 'coalition' and 'movement' are often used interchangeably. Here, they will be treated as analytically distinct. Transnational civil society exchanges can produce net-
